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REMARKS 
CLAIM OBJECTIONS AND REJECTIONS 

In Paragraph 1, the Examiner indicates that the applicant's arguments with respect to 
Claim 17 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In reply, applicant would note that Claim 17 is cancelled above. Thus, this rejection has 
been made moot. 

Li Paragraph 2, the Examiner sets out the 35 USC 103(a) basis for obviousness 
rejections. No response to this statement is believed to be required. 

In Paragraph 3, Claim 17 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perlman (USPN 6,125,259), in view of Small (USPN 6,040,870), Gammie (USPN 5,029,207) 
and Collings (USPN 5,828,402). 

In reply, applicant has cancelled 17 above. Thus, this rejection has been made moot. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 
Claim 22 has been rewritten to include every limitation of Claim 17 from which it 
depends. As such, the amendment to Claim 22 does not constitute new matter. 
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In Paragraph 4, Claims 22, 28-29, & 40 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but are said to be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

In reply, applicant lias rewritten Claim 22 to include every limitation of Claim 17 from 
which it depends. Claims 28, 29, and 40 all originally depended form Claim 22. Thus, they have 
not been modified. 

As such, it is believed that 22, 28-29, & 40 are in condition for allowance and the instant 
objection should be withdrawn. 

In Paragraph 5, it is said that Claims 30-39, and 41 are allowed. 
Allowance of these claims by the Examiner is gratefully acknowledged. 

In Paragraph 6, it is noted that the prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

No reply by applicant is believed to be necessary or expected. 

In Paragraph 7, Examiner indicates that applicant's previous amendments necessitated 
the new ground(s) of rejection and that the Office Action was made final.. 
No reply by applicant is believed to be necessary or expected. 

* * * 
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In view of the foregoing, it is submitted that the claims as-amended herein are i 
condition for allowance. Early and favorable action is, therefore, earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 




RegisJ&ationNo.: 42,214 

Fellers, Snider, Blankenship, Bailey & 

Tippens 

The Kennedy Building 
321 South Boston, Suite 800 
Tulsa, OK 74103^3318 
Phone: (918)599-0621 
Fax: (918) 583-9659 



#3525*24 vl 



PAGE 21/21 1 RCVD AT 3/27/2006 3:25:08 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-2/1 * DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:9185339659 ' DURATION (mm-ss):05-04 



